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WHAT 
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| THINK 


on the month’s news. 


Betrayal most foul 


The much heralded IRA ‘cease-fire’ which 
came into force at the end of August must 
never be seen as anything other than what it 

"is: a purely tactical manoeuvre dictated by 
the belief by the Irish republican terrorists 
that they will sooner or later achieve by 
political means what over the past quarter- 
century they have fought for by means of the 
bomb and the bullet. We refer of course to 
their dream of a United Ireland. 

For why else would the cease-fire ever 
have been agreed to? There was no sign 
whatever that the IRA was wilting, that it 
was losing the war with Britain’s security 
forces. Killing and maiming were proceeding 
at the same rate as ever. The terrorists were 
short neither of weapons nor of recruits. 
And in the recent Downing Street Declar- 
ation they had been shown that their cam- 
paign of bloodshed was continuing to get 
political results. 

On the other hand, there was every sign 
of a wilting of what little remained of the 
will to carry on the fight by Britain’s 


Government — as that same Downing Street 
Declaration made clear. 

Over the past month the media have been 
busy speculating as to whether the cease-fire 
took place as a result of covert promises 
from Westminster of further progress (if 
such it can be called) towards a British 
scuttle from Northern Ireland. The Govern- 
ment has of course indignantly denied any 
such thing, but we have all learned to treat 
denials of this kind as utterly meaningless. 
However, even if the denial were true it 
would be equally meaningless. A great deal 
of what is contained in the messages passing 
between London and the terrorists is implicit 
rather than explicit. It is hardly necessary, at 
this point of the proceedings, for the 
Government to give the IRA a promise of a 
United Ireland, whether overt or covert; 
everything that successive governments have 
said and done since the late 1960s screams 
to the world that this is the ultimate policy. 

Enoch Powell put the matter succinctly in 
an article appearing in The Daily Mail on the 
2nd September under the heading ‘Behind 
the smokescreen Ulster will be betrayed’. 
He said:- 


‘The IRA exists for one purpose, and for 
one purpose only. That is to remove Ulster 
by force of arms, not excluding terrorism, 
from the United Kingdom. 

“Its members are divided among them- 
selves as to what form of government they 
wish to see in the resultant unitary Ireland; 
but on their prior objective there is no 
disagreement. 

“If the IRA suspends its operations, that 
objective must have been achieved or be 
firmly in sight. How come then that the 
IRA in August 1994 has publicly and 
avowedly done just that? 

‘There can only be one answer. It must 
have received from sources, direct or 
indirect. which it regards as to be relied 
on, evidence that the United Kingdom is 
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ADAMS’ VICTORY SPEECH 
His words contained not a hint of 
compromise or conciliation. 


planning to achieve their objective for 
them, that is, to remove from the United 
Kingdom the province of Northern 
Ireland.’’ 


The key word in this passage is the word 
‘evidence’. Evidence does not have to take 
the form of an explicit promise or commit- 
ment; any information which indicates clear 
signs that the Government’s policy is one of 
disengagement from Northern Ireland by 
Britain is good enough to provide clear signs 
of the evidence to which Mr. Powell refers. 
And such information exists in abundance. 
Gerry Adams and his friends do not even 
have to posses particularly clandestine lines 
of communication with the Government to 
know that. 

Adams himself as good as admitted this in 
his own statement signalling the recent 
cease-fire. In this he said:- 

‘*Recognising the potential of the current 
situation and in order to enhance the demo- 
cratic process and underlying our definitive 
commitment to its success, the leadership 
of the IRA have decided that as of 
midnight, August 31, there will be a 
complete cessation of military operations.”’ 


What ‘potential of the current situation’ 
has the IRA recognised? It can only be the 


' potential for the achievement of a United 


Ireland by other than violent means, for 


_what other ‘potential’ would be of the 


slightest interest to it? Later in his statement 
Adams went on:- 


‘Our struggle has seen many gains and 
advances made by nationalists and for the 
democratic position. We believe that an 
opportunity to secure a just and lasting 
settlement has been created.’’ 


What is this but a confirmation that the 
violence of the IRA has had mightily succ- 
essfu] results and a belief that further such 
successes are in the pipeline? As for what 
Adams calls ‘‘a just and lasting settlement,’’ 
what other kind of settlement could he have 
in mind than one which signalled an IRA 
victory? An opportunity for this, he says, 
has been created. You can bet it has! 

Here we should let history speak. It is 


more than the life of a man in Adams’ 
position is worth to do any. deal with a 
British Government that falls short of the 
full aspirations of the men of republican 
terror. When Michael Collins did precisely 
that in 1921 he was murdered by his own 
side in the year following. Can we really 
believe that Adams would risk a similar 
fate? 

The Sinn Fein leader made his intentions 
no less clear in what some papers described 
as his ‘victory’ speech to a crowd in West 
Belfast a mere few hours after the cease-fire 
began. In tones hardly suggestive of compro- 
mise he said:- 

“We have waited too long for our 
freedom. We are demanding of Mr. 
Major’s Government that he takes decisive 
steps now to move the situation forward in 
a fundamental way. That means funda- 
mental and constitutional change.’’ 
And:- 

“The struggle is not yet over. This 

struggle is into a new phase.”’ 


And, most revealing of all:- 


*‘We are going to have our freedom and 
that freedom is going to embrace unionists 
and nationalists, Catholics and Protestants, 
in a free and united Irish Republic.’’ 


Does anyone seriously believe that if 
Adams and his terrorist friends do not see 
these words translated into reality by further 
and regular concessions by the British 
Government they are going to have any 
‘scruples about calling off the cease-fire and 
resuming the killing? Have they not categor- 
ically refused to say that the cease-fire is 
permanent? Have they said or done anything 
to suggest that they will hand in their 
weapons? 

So, in the face of these intransigent 
attitudes, what is the logic of Major’s aim? 
Let Mr. Powell resume:- 


“The Government of the United Kingdom 
is in the business of selling Ulster and its 
people out. For what? In order to continue 
the policy pursued, ever since Northern 
Ireland was forced to accept self-govern- 
ment in 1922, of gently and dishonestly 
edging the province step by step out of the 
United Kingdom. All this business of talks 
and constitutional arrangements is a mere 
smokescreen. 

“*How do I know? 

“I know because there is no other explan- 
ation for the sudden lurch into the Anglo- 
Irish Declaration, following upon the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement of 1985, which 
gave to a foreign country, the Irish 
Republic, a guaranteed voice in the 
government of that province.”’ 


And as if anticipating the question as to’ 


what made Gerry Adams stake his life — ‘as 
he has literally done, if the experience of 
Collins is anything to go by — on the British 
Government continuing to move towards the 
sell-out of Ulster, Mr. Powell said:- 

“So what persuaded Adams? And what 

persuaded the IRA? 

“There is another voice which governs the 

course of British politics. That is the voice 

of America. It was only when the Prime 


Minister, no less, had assured the US 
administration that he was serious in his 
determination to get rid of Northern 
Ireland ‘for good’ that Adams realised that 
the IRA had success in their hands at 
last.’’ 


Herein may well lie the signals that 


Adams has obviously received as to the 


Government’s intent. Or those signals may 


have lain elsewhere. Perhaps we will never 


know. But we can only apply the rules of 


circumstantial evidence with overwhelming 
force to deduce that the Government’s policy 
is precisely as Mr. -Powell has described it. 
For how else can the events of the last few 


‘weeks be explained? 


What is unfolding before us is a policy of 


| betrayal the foulness and treachery of which 


has no parallel even in the darkest ages of 
previous British history. But it is a betrayal 
for which we should have been fully 
prepared. On Europe, on Immigration, on 
Defence and on the piecemeal destruction of 
British industry, this Government at least 
deserves the credit of consistency in its 
treasonable record. Given this record, should 
be have expected anything else but the 
throwing of Ulster to the wolves? 


Playing into treason’s hands 

Given that Major’s policy is what Mr. 
Powell believes it to be — and the evidence 
for that can scarcely be refuted — what will 
be the Prime Minister’s next move? This we 
cannot say, but it could be that the next 
move will be made for him by the very 
people he most loathes. 

As these words are being written, the 
news has just come through of a bomb 
placed by loyalists going off in a railway 
station in Dublin — fortunately with no 
serious casualties. Could anything be better 
calculated to play into the hands of Gerry 
Adams & Co. than this piece of unbelievable 
stupidity — if indeed stupidity it is? 

Here, after all his years of speechifying in 
support of violence and murder, the Sinn 
Fein leader is being given the ppportunity to 
pose as a man of peace — an opportunity he 
has exploited to the full by skillful use of his 
public relations machine. 

And now, as if to underline the contrast 
between Adams’ ‘peaceful’ intentions and 
the ‘violent’ and ‘aggressive’ designs of his 
opponents, he is presented with a gift in the 
way of a continuation of the campaign of the 
loyalist paramilitaries. 

And if this is a gift to Adams could it not 
also be a gift to Major? For what Major 
badly needs now to continue his sell-out 
policy is a growing revulsion on the part of 
the British public on the mainland against 
the Ulster connection and the Unionists who 
defend that connection. If those Unionists 
can be seen as the people making all the 


_ trouble and the Republicans as the ones with 


sweet reason and moderation on their side, 
could this not contribute to an irresistible 
build-up of popular support for withdrawal 
from Northern Ireland? 

It is early to say whether those loyalist 


paramilitaries are doing as they appear to be 
doing out of ignorance of the probable 
political consequences of their actions — or 
whether these incidents are in fact being 
perpetrated by others who while purporting 
to be ‘loyalists’ are in fact nothing of the: 
kind. 

Here it is prudent not to allow conspiracy 
theories to get out of hand, for while 
undoubtedly the stink of conspiracy is strong 
in everything that is being done over Ulster 
what is also present is much muddle, 
cowardice and flawed thinking. The probab- 
ility is that these acts by the loyalist para- 
militaries are but gestures of desperation 
made by people who have not carefully 
thought through the consequences of what 
they are doing, and anyway have no con- 
ception of how the war against Ulster fits 
into the overall scheme of international 
revolution and subversion that has shaped 
the politics of the 20th century. 

But of one thing we can be sure: the game 
being played here is a perilous one which 
demands great political perception and skill. 
The enemies of Ulster undoubtedly are 
displaying these attributes in all that they are 


' doing. It would a tragedy if Ulster were lost 


by her people putting the ball through their 
own goal. 


Carnival fact and fiction 

This year’s Notting Hill Carnival, staged 
as usual by Britain’s Afro-Caribbean 
community on August Bank Holiday, was 
reported by the media as being a happy and 
joyful event, for the most part peaceful and 
with very little criminality occurring. The 
customary scenes of dancing revellers 
making their way past smiling policemen 
appeared on our TV screens at the end of 
the event with predictable promptness. 
Emphasis was on the huge crowds attending 
and the relatively tiny number of arrests. A 


‘ triumphant day for multi-racialism! 


But there is a little question mark which 
we venture to throw into the reckoning. Isn’t 
this precisely what was reported following 
the same event in 1993? And what were the 
actual facts on that occasion? 

Most people didn’t have any idea until. 
August Ist of this year, when a report 
appeared in London’s Evening Standard 
which rather let the cat out of the bag. 
Alarmingly headed ‘Army of doctors face 
bloodshed at the carnival’, the report, by the 
paper’s Health Correspondent Jo Revill, 
spoke of the extensive preparations being 
made by local medical services in anticip- 
ation of violence and mayhem at Notting 
Hill. Said the writer:- 


*‘For the first time, the London Ambulance 
Service is setting up a mobile office head--. 
quarters, from which it can send out 
paramedic squads to deal with serious 
injuries as they happen. 

**Extra cleaners are being employed at St. 
Mary’s Hospital, because last year doctors 
were unable to clean the blood-spattered 
walls and floors quickly enough as casualty 
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after casualty was brought i in. 

“*Accident and Emergency consultant Jane 
Fothergill described last year’s carnival as 
a ‘bloodbath’, and expects this year’s to be 
similar. 

“*She said: ‘It was a case of ambulances, 
ambulances, ambulances, bringing in a 
steady stream of injuries. On several 
occasions the vehicles were three deep on 
the approach ramp. Last year we saw over 
115 serious casualties with injuries 
including life-threatening haemorrhage, 
facial lacerations, stab wounds and skull 
fractures...’ ’’ 


Now all this sounds strangely dissimilar to. 
the glowing reports of the 1993 carnival 
given us by the media — and, it might be 
added, the police, who no doubt took their 
orders as to what to say from Metropolitan 
Commissioner Condon, whose initials, app- 
ropriately, are P.C. (politically correct). We 
are indebted to the Evening Standard and its 
correspondent for revealing the truth — 
albeit 11 months late! 

What of the 1994 carnival? In the absence 
of reliable media information, we are in the 
process of gathering our own, relying in part 
on people of our acquaintance employed in 
local medical services in the Inner West 
London area. This information so far is that 
the carnival was far less peaceful and law- 


abiding than the British public would be led, 


to believe from official police statements and 
from TV news bulletins and the press. If and 
when we know more, we will let readers 
know. Whatever the truth, however, it is 
quite clear from the admission of one section 
of the media itself that we were lied to last 
year — and lied to in a big way. 


God helps those who 
help themselves! 

Any politicians with a grain of sensitivity 
to public feelings would desist from 
awarding themselves pay rises at twice the 
rate of inflation at a time when they were 


urging pay resraint upon the rest of the: 


nation. But not the crew that we’re stuck 
with at Westminster. 

At the end of August it was announced 
that MPs’ salaries are to go up 4.7 per cent, 
while the Government insisted that hundreds 
of thousands of public sector workers must 
accept less. 

We always knew politicians of the modern 
stamp were greedy people, but at least we 
might have been forgiven for thinking that 
they also valued their popularity with the 
electorate — or what there is left of it. 
Surely, at a time when these politicians 
ought to be desperate to boost themselves in 
the people’s esteem they would have avoided 
the temptation to line their pockets in this 
way. 

But it would seem that things have 
reached a stage at which the average MP has 
become so cynical, and so contemptuous of 
the common folk who elect him to parlia- 
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ment, that the majority in the Commons 


‘were quite happy to deliver a two-fingered 


salute to the voters and grab what they 
could. Maybe things have got to the point 


where they’re all saying: ‘‘Well, we can’t 
make ourselves any more hated and despised _ 


than we already are, so let’s at least be 
hated and despised in greater comfort! 


many years is that wage rises, when they are 
allowed, should be related to productivity. 
Well, if this rule of productivity were to 
be applied to the gang that have occupied 
parliament for the past 10-20 years, far from 
their deserving a 4.7 per cent increase they 
should all be given at least a SO per cent cut! 
It should bé a matter of interest, by the 
way, that this was one motion on which the 


Opposition did not vote against the Govern- ' 


ment! 


Cutting our own throats © 


August was the month for the first regis- 
tration of motor vehicles with the new ‘M’ 


numbers. This is the customary time of the 
year for taking stock of motor vehicle sales ' 


‘and, not least, of the rate of imports. 

And this year’s news is as depressing as 
ever. No less than 60 per cent of cars regis- 
tered in Britain in August were of foreign 
manufacture. This is two per cent up on the 
same month in 1993. 

When we think of the great tradition of 
motor manufacturing that we have had in 
this country over the past 100 years, this 
should be a matter for national shame, not to 
say disgrace and humiliation. 

What other nation in the world with our 
history of excellence in manufacturing would 
allow this to happen? 

Certainly not France. Spearhead’s editor 
when driving through that country last year 
did three or four counts of the makes of cars 
passing along the roads. These counts, apart 
from those cars registered abroad, averaged 
out to between 75 and 80 per cent of the 
cars being French models. 

As for cars and vans used by public 
bodies, such as ambulance services, police 
and local authority maintenance, etc., these 
were 100 per cent French — as of course 
they should be. 

But what about Britain? Well, East Sussex 


‘Police a short time ago purchased a big fleet 


of Peugeots, and it is this make that seems 
to predominate among patrol vehicles seen in 
the area in recent times. These and other 
imported police patrol cars have been seen 
in use in other counties too. 

This of course is all in the name of 
‘economic freedom’ or ‘free trade’. 

Unfortunately, however, other manufact- 
uring countries do not seem to share our 
believe in these freedoms — at least not to 
anything like the same degree. 

The French have been mentioned, but 
they are eclipsed by the Japanese, who are 
far, far more nationalistic when it comes to 
buying their own country’s products and 


thereby supporting their own industries. 


But in Britain, while we import 60 per 
cent of our motor cars from abroad, 2'4 to 
3 million workers in this country are 
regularly on the dole. And no small portion 
of them are redundant car workers. 

This is surely the way to national suicide! 


Of course, the principle which the Tory’ A portent of things to come 


Government has been dinning into us all for . 


What bearing does an election for mayor 
in an American city have on the future of 
politics in Britain? Plenty — if you will 
allow us to explain. 

Last month Marion Barry swept to victory 
as mayor of US capital Washington, causing 
a shudder of alarm among middle-class 
Whites, who now number a small minority 
in the city. Barry, in case you hadn’t 
guessed it, is black. 

Barry was forced out of office four years 
ago following a big public scandal in which 
he was caught on film in a hotel room, with 
a girlfriend, smoking crack. He had, in any: 
event, been a disastrous mayor, presiding 
over a soaring crime rate in the city which 
raised it to the level of crime capital as well 
as political capital of the U.S.A. In addition, 
Barry took the city to edge of bankruptcy, 
partly by handing out huge numbers of new 
jobs in municipal services to his fellow 
Blacks — during his period of office the 
number of city workers doubled. 

For the drug offence he went to jail for 
six months. By all normal reckoning, that 
ought to have been the end of Barry’s 
political career. 

But no! After release from prison he 
began planning his comeback. Part of his 
campaign was to persuade thousands of 
people in the most deprived sections of the 
Washington area to register as voters. On 
September 15th these people flocked to the 
polls to support him. A large factor in his 
recovered popularity was the belief by these 
voters that his drug conviction was ‘racist’ 
in its inspiration and had been engineered by 
a white-dominated system. As a report in 
The Dail Mail (September 15th) put it, 
‘‘They (the voters) wanted to show the 
Whites who was boss.”’ 

Barry swept in, getting 48 per cent of the 
votes to his main rival’s 37 per cent. In his 
victory speech, in which he wore traditional 
African garb, he said that only he could stop 
the white élite ruling the city. 

So of what interest is all this to us in 
Britain? 

First, it was racial politics that determined 
Barry’s election. Washington these days is 
more than 80 per cent black. The voters 
clearly were not interested in how well their 
city would be governed; they wanted their 
own man in office for racial reasons. Set 
against this, his past record was of little 
importance. 

In this respect we in this country differ 
from the United States only in time-scale. 
We are maybe a few decades behind 
America in the black and brown takeover of 
our major cities, but we are already headed 
firmly in that direction. Nottingham, 
Bradford and other cities in Britain have had 


ethnic minority mayors. Very recently, 
Liverpool very nearly went the same way. 
The controlling Labour group on the city 
council planned to put Petrona Lashley, a 
black former prostitute with 14 fraud 
convictions, in the mayor’s office. Only a 
national scandal caused by newspaper revel- 
ations of her past made them change their 
minds. 

Britain is becoming, like America, a 
country where racial rivalries, rather than 
ability and integrity, determine who holds 
public office. 

The other thing that should interest us 
about the Washington case is the way in 
which Barry built up his political support by 
going to the ‘deprived sections’ (for which 
read ghettos) of the city and getting great 
numbers of people who had not previously 
been on the electoral roll to get themselves 
registered as such. 

Doesn’t it remind you of the tactics used 
by the Labour Party in London’s Tower 
Hamlets in the run-up to the council 
elections in May of this year? The party got 
masses of new Asian voters in Millwall 
ward to register so as to enable it to defeat 
Derek Beacon, the BNP candidate who had 
won a seat on the council in September 


1993. 


What is happening in the United States, 
and what is also happening — albeit not 
quite so far advanced — in Britain, illus- 
trates the shape of things to come in multi- 
racial ‘democracy’. We have been warned! 


Hoist on his own petard 


The tendency of racial power politics 
described above, while deadly serious 
overall, does occasionally have its funny 
side. 

Gerald Kaufman, Jewish Labour MP for 
Manchester Gorton, has throughout his 
political life been a dedicated promoter of 
multi-racialism and of the black and Asian 
invasion of Britain — as have so many of his 
ilk. 

But now Mr. Kaufman stands to suffer 
deselection for the next general election. A 
large Asian element has been steadily infil- 
trating the Gorton constituency association 
over several years, and the Asians now plan 
to unseat Kaufman in favour of their own 


candidate, Ahmed Shazad. And it’s not only 


the Asians who are hoping to capture this 
safe Labour seat. The Black Socialist Society 


aims to get its own candidate selected in. 


Gorton in place of Kaufman. 

Gerald Kaufman, some readers will 
remember, was the creature who instigated 
a vicious police action against veteran 
independent nationalist Colin Jordan as a 
result of a leaflet the latter circulated. 


Eventually the action was dropped and Mr. 


Jordan had to be paid damages — out of the 
taxpayer’s pocket and not Kaufman’s, as 
should have happened. 

So, if dear Gerald does get deselected in 
favour of an Asian or black candidate at 


Gorton we can only say that it couldn’t have. 


happened to a better fellow! 


KAUFMAN 
His chickens coming home to roost? 


British industry: laziness 
not the problem 


We British are now the hardest-working 
nation in Europe — so says a recent survey 
of working hours carried out by the 
European Commission. 55 per cent of men 
in this country worked more than 40 hours 
a week in 1992, compared with an EU 
average of only 23 per cent. And 28 per 
cent of British men with jobs in industry and 
the service sector regularly spent longer than 
the maximum 48-hour working week laid 


down in the Social Contract which the 


Community tried to force on Britain. That is 
half as many again as in any other EU 
country and three times more than in most 
other member states, including France. and 
Germany. 

These figures should provide a great deal 
of tood for thought. The tendency is in fact 
not new, for it has been known that for a 
good many years we in Britain have been 
working considerably longer hours than the 
Germans. 

For several decades after the war, Tories 
were fond of blaming Britain’s: economic 
failure, not on the policies of Tory Govern- 
ments, but upon the British working man, 
whom they claimed was ‘too lazy’. If only 


we worked as hard as the Germans, they 


said, everything would come right. 

Well, the fact is that for a good while this 
neat Tory picture has been the very reverse 
of reality. But still British industry is 
lagging. 

Could it just be that it is our economic 
policies that have been wrong — for the past 
15 years Tory policies in fact? 


Immigrants: the 
truth comes out 


We of course have known it for a long 
time but the Government has repeatedly 
declined to admit it: the actual rate of 
immigration into Britain is more than twice 
that revealed by official figures. 

Now the cat has been let out of the bag by 
a man who should know. Peter Tompkins 
was head of the UK Immigration Service for 
ten years up to 1991. In an article in The 


Daily Mail on September 22nd he revealed 
that the Government has been quite deliber- 
ately concealing the truth. Published figures 
say that 55,000 foreigners were allowed 
entry into Britain last year, but, Tompkins 
said, those figures represent less than half 
the actual total. ‘‘The figures,’’ he said, 
‘tare being massaged, with the real numbers 
of people settling in this country from 
overseas spectacularly higher than the Home 
Office would have us believe.”’ 

Tompkins estimated that as many as 
58,000 people came into Britain last year 
who do not show up in the Home Office 
figures, nearly all of these being illegal 
immigrants with no right to remain. 

In case anyone should be under a misapp- 
rehension, these are not the claims of a BNP 
‘racist’. Mr. Tompkins in his article said 
that he supported ‘‘to the hilt’’ Britain’s 
tradition of giving asylum ‘‘to those fleeing 
persecution in their home countries,’’ and he 
went on to confess his fear that ‘‘racists will 
twist the immigration figures and use them 
to spread their obnoxious beliefs, claiming 
that too many people from the developing 
world are being allowed into this country.”’ 

You bet we will! But no ‘twisting’ is 
required. We simply state the facts, as Mr. 
Tompkins has done. The Government, as he 
admits, has been lying to the British public. 
In this deception it is being supported by 
almost the whole complement of the House 
of Commons — for no-one can tell us that 
the facts and figures revealed by the former 
boss of the Immigration Service are 
unknown to the majority of MPs. 

Think about that as you eat your morning 
breakfast. 


Par for the course 


Where the morals of the clergy are con- 
cerned, nothing surprises us any more. We 
were therefore not shocked to hear that the 
newly appointed Bishop of Durham, the Rt. 
Rev. Michael Turnbull, pleaded guilty in a 
court in Hull 26 years ago to an act of gross 
indecency with another man in a public lava- 
tory. Our only reaction was: so what’s new? 

For a long time the nation should have 
known that its clergy, with a few exceptions, 
constitute the sediment of society. Exposures 
of the kind recently made concerning this 
Bishop’s activities have been so common- 
place that they are scarcely any longer news. 

The latest is that the Church of England 
hierarchy has decided to stand by Turnbull | 
on the grounds that his little ‘indiscretion’ 
occurred a long time ago and he has been a 
good boy since. 

Well, whether or not the latter is true, the 
fact is that a pervert remains a pervert. 
Anyone who is capable of the kind of act for 
which Turnbull was convicted — offering 
his sexual organ to be touched by the other 
man — must suffer a congenital character 
flaw which time does not change. That 
should render him totally unfit for a position 
of moral leadership anywhere. 

Apparently the Church of England dis- 
agrees. But of course it would, wouldn’t it? 
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SCRATCHING AROUND 
FOR THE ‘BIG IDEA’ 


JOHN TYNDALL takes a look at today’s party ‘think tanks’ 


THE ‘THINK TANK’ has in recent years 
become one of those hideous expressions 
that have crept into the political diction- 
ary. Things not dissimilar to think tanks 


must surely have existed since politics: 


began but up till recently they were not 
described by that name. Perhaps the new 
expression denotes, subconsciously to 
those who have coined it, a new approach 
to the very ancient habit of supposedly 
superior minds convening in a place a 
little removed from the political arena to 
focus on problems that need solving. The 
popular conception of ‘think-tankers’ 
probably likens such people to boffins in 
a laboratory, with everything present 
except test tubes and white coats. The 
think-tanker’s assignment is to produce 
brilliant new ideas for politicians to play 
with, just as that of the boffin is to 
produce sparkling innovations that may 
enrich the world of science. 

But, aside from these superficialities, what 
is the factor which makes for the ‘newness’? 
Before coming to that question, we ought to 
take a look at one or two of the ‘think-tank’ 
concepts that have come to the fore in recent 
years. 

In an unsigned article on the subject 
which appeared in The Sunday Times of the 
21st August the focus was on Labour’s 
current think tank set up to advise Tony 
Blair on possible policy packages to make 
the party ‘electorate-friendly’ (to use yet 
another ghastly in-term). However, the 
article first traced steps back to the Tory 
think tank of the early 1980s, recalling 
that... 


‘‘Under Margaret Thatcher, think tank 
commanders were the SAS of Toryism, 
working silently behind enemy lines, 
destroying outmoded policies, capturing the 
hearts and minds of ministers in pursuit of 
national revival. Their doyen was Ralph 
Harris (now Lord Harris of High Cross), 
the man who in 1957, together with his 
erstwhile colleague, Arthur Seldon, set up 
the Institute of Economic Affairs (IEA). 
From its modest headquarters in Lord 
North Street, a stone’s throw from both the 
House of Commons and the Conservative 
Party headquarters in Smith Square, it set 
about convincing the more intelligent 
Tories that an entirely new approach was 
needed if the nation’s long-running 
industrial decline was ever to be corrected. 
Keith Joseph was their greatest capture. 
They had his ear, he had the ear of 
Thatcher, and the rest was economic 
history.’’ 

Indeed it was. In the years that followed, 

Britain’s already fragile manufacturing base 


Page six 


was almost gutted, and we began for the 
first time to import on a large scale products 
which for generations it was taken for 
granted we would make ourselves: motor 
cars and motor cycles, followed soon after 
by heavy lorries; domestic electrical goods, 
including TV sets, radios and record- 
players; children’s toys; textile goods; boots 
and shoes; ships; even coal. Unemployment 
soared to nearly 3'4 million, later to level 
off at between 2 and 3 million. In the 
meantime a huge portion of what was left of 
British industry fell under foreign owner- 
ship: Leyland, followed by Jaguar, followed 
by Rover — just to mention the motor 
industry alone. The latest is that Britain has 
fallen so far towards being bracketed with. 
the world’s poor nations that parts of it are 
now qualifying for the beneficence of 
Oxfam! 


‘COMMOTION OF IDEAS’ 
‘*The IEA,”’ the article continued... 


**... created according to Harris a ‘comm- 
otion in ideas,’’ the impact of which is still 
being felt. “We helped project Thatcherite 
reforms that transformed Britain in the 
1980s, and one of the consequences of this 
was an enormous transformation of the 
Labour Party.’ ”’ 


The latter would surely seem like a 
glaring non sequitur, since it must be asked: 
would Labour in all sanity consider 
embracing even parts of an economic 
programme that had brought such disaster 
and hardship to millions and had made the 
Tory Government the most unpopular this 
century? 

But what certainly does seem possible is 
that present Labour leaders are impressed, if 
not with the products of the Tory think tank 
of the previous decade, at least with the idea 
of the think tank itself and of a search for 
pragmatic policies which depart from some. 
of the old ideological ramparts. The ST 
article went on:- 


*‘The transformation of the opposition is 
perhaps an odd thing for a high Tory such 
as Harris to claim with apparent appro- 
bation. But then he would be hard put to 
deny that today, with Tony Blair’s party 
appearing to wrest the political initiative 
from the philosophically challenged and 
desperately tired ranks of Conservative 
Britain, a new breed of think tank has 
sprung up, every bit as bold as their 
predecessors but determined to cash in on 
the new public mood of social recon- 
struction and economic restraint. 

‘Demos, which began life just last year, is 
only one of the new leftist policy units. It 


is chaired by Martin Jacques, the former 
editor of Marxism Today, now a freelance 
journalist and polemicist. ‘We wanted to 
establish a political think tank that was 
neither left nor right in any traditional 
sense, but was radical, not centrist. Our 
goals are long-term and we do not see 
ourselves as potential government advisers, 
designing policy to order. What we did in 
positioning ourselves was to pre-figure the 
general disillusionment in politics, based 
on exhaustion and a growing rejection of 
the accepted left-right polarity.’ ’’ 


OLD THEMES REHASHED 


No doubt all this noise and wind from 
Mr. Jacques sounds to his own ears like the 
ultimate in originality and novelty. However, 
to this writer it appears much more like a 
pilgrimage back to ground that was covered 
by Sir Oswald Mosley and his circle of 
young Labourites in the late 1920s, which 
led eventually to the publication of the 
‘Birmingham Proposals’ a policy document 
aimed at dragging their party into a 20th 
century which, as one of self-proclaimed 
‘radicalism’, it seemed oddly reluctant to 
enter. In the rhetoric that preceded the 
Mosley document there was, just as now, 
much talk of ideas being ‘‘neither left nor 
right in any traditional sense’’ and ‘‘a 
growing rejection of the accepted left-right 
polarity.’’ Mosley’s circle at that time, like 
Labour’s bright young ‘nings of today, were 
addressing themselves to the related 
problems of high unemployment and indus- 
trial decline; Mosley called for a discarding 
of the ancient leftist dogma of public 
ownership and of Labour’s war against 
capital and against profit, and he called for 
a mixed economy in which the private and 
public sector worked in harness and in 
which the supreme criterion was one not of 
ideology but of what worked. 

But at this point the two courses diverge. 
Mosley in the 1920s was prepared to pursue 
his ideas to their logical conclusions. He saw. 
clearly that the war against unemployment 
could not be prosecuted successfully within 
an international economy in which Britain 
was forced to compete against cut-price 
foreign labour. He therefore called for an 
alternative policy which amounted in effect 
to economic nationalism. In an insulated 
British and (then) imperial market wages 
could be progressively raised so as to enable 
the population to consume what it produced 
— a concept that he had learned during a 
fact-finding visit to the United States, then a 
country whose economy was based on 
similar principles. 
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Mosley later came to accept that such 
dynamic changes in economic direction 
could not occur without parallel changes in 
the British political system, changes which 
would abandon party and class warfare and 
unite the whole country in a massive mobil- 
isation of national effort, while at the same 
time providing a new mechanism of govern- 
ment with real power to act. 

Such doctrines were heresy to socialists of 
that time, and they were never accepted by 
the Labour leadership. This rejection led to 
Mosley quitting the party for pastures new. 
The result of all this was that the problems 
to which the Mosley circle applied them- 
selves with such commitment and passion 
were never solved. They are with us today, 
and the present postures by think-tankers of 
the Labour Party are no more than an 
attempt to market old medicines in new 
bottles. None of the medicines, of course, 
will work as long as they are not accom- 
panied by the realistic policies of economic 
nationalism and political reform that Mosley 
postulated. This of course will not happen 
under a future Labour Government any more 
than it is likely to happen under the present 
Tory Government. Powerful vested interest 
will see to that. 


NOTHING NEW 


The Sunday Times writer, after alluding 
briefly to other ‘think tank’ trends in the 
labour camp, goes on to say:- 


**All this activity has had its impact on the 
thinkers of the right. The new groups are 
a threat but they are a stimulus too. Even 
determinedly free-market foundations, such 
as the Adam Smith Institute, the Centre for 
Policy Studies and the IEA, welcome the 
Blairist challenge, believing that in the new 
climate their own hard-line philosophies 
can be updated for the millenium. Some, 
like Madsen (Madsen Pirie of the Adam _ 
Smith Institute), do not believe that Blair 
will win the next general election and are 
working to prepare the Tories for the 
contest and the tasks that will continue to 
occupy them in government. Others tacitly 
accept imminent defeat but see in oppos- 
ition the opportunity to arrest Conser- 
vatism’s philosophical decline. 

“The game, then, is afoot and with it a 
renewed and frantic search for the Big Idea 
of the 1990s. Where Pirie and Jacques 
agree is in the nature of the key theme for 
the next decade. Pirie wants ‘‘a society 
constructed by its people;’’ Jacques 
emphasises the need for a consensus 
“‘based in the community.’’ They may start 
from opposite poles, but they occupy 
overlapping territory and cannot easily be 
pigeon-holed. 

“Both camps enjoy the vigour in politics 
that has re-emerged with the prospect of a 
Labour victory at the next election. They 
feed off each other and steal each other’s 
clothes. Ideas that were once taboo are 
these days freely exchanged, and mix ‘n’ 
match is the order of the day.’’ 


All of this sounds rather like a description 
of adolescents talking as if they had invented 
sex. Ancient and self-evident verities are 
paraded in the clothes of ‘new thinking’. 


What is childishly obvious is presented as 
intellectually profound. The word ‘radical’ is 
employed to describe ideas that have been 
part of regular debate for at least two 
centuries. 

The reference to both sides ‘enjoying’ the 
*“‘vigour in politics that has re-emerged’’ 
betrays the fact that to the self-proclaimed 
intellectuals who man these think tanks the 
whole business is one huge game (a word 
which the writer indeeed uses at one point) 
— the spinning of ideas for its own sake 
rather than for any great underlying national 
purpose. 

As for Mr. Pirie’s quest for ‘‘a society 
constructed by its people’ and Mr. Jacques’ 
talk of a consensus ‘‘based in the comm- 
unity,’’ this is waffle of the kind that makes 
one wince. If our think tanks can really do 
no better than that, the future outlook seems 
acutely depressing. 


THE ‘BIG IDEA’ 


But perhaps the most significant observ- 
ation of all is where the article speaks of 
“*the renewed and frantic search for the Big 
Idea of the 1990s.’’ This conjures up visions 
of company advertising executives beating 
their brains together to discover a logo and 
a slogan which will present their product 
attractively to a public which has grown 
utterly bored and turned off by the old ones. 
The ‘Big Idea’ being sought here clearly is 
not a doctrine of quality proven by the 
success of nations that have embraced it but 
a mere covering of gloss devised to dress up 
programmes that are tired and discredited by 
ample experiment ending in repeated failure 
— a mere reshuffling of the pack of sterile 
theories and catchwords, just a shaking of 
the kaleidoscope to rearrange the same 


prettily coloured bits of tinsel in a new. 


pattern. 

Tory think-tankers of the 1980s quested 
for a set of policy proposals aimed at taking 
the party away from the centrist ‘one-nation’ 
doctrines of Macmillan and Heath. What 
they came up with was simply an updated 
version of the Victorian liberalism that 
preserved child labour and the poorhouse, 
which ruined British farming and led British 
manufacturing to the first stages of obsol- 
escence. Now what are we to expect from 
Lord Harris and Mr. Pirie? What if not 
Macmillan and Heath all over again with the 
words reassembled? 

As for the Labour think-tankers of today, 
they while distancing themselves from Benn 
and Scargill have nowhere to go but back to 
‘Gaitskell and Attlee — either this or towards 
the Tory left in an alliance of mushy 
consensus politics which will leave us with 
a conflict only of personalities and naked 
careerist ambition. Our Sunday Times writer 
seemed to have recognised that likelihood 
when he said that: ‘‘This... is the age of 
Blajorism, that judicious electorate-friendly 
blend of Blair and Major.’’ Shades of the 
‘Butskellism’ of the 1950s, when Rab Butler 
and Hugh Gaitskell were respectively 
Chancellor and Shadow Chancellor! 


A } ee ? 
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BACK TO HEATH? 
Tory think-tankers who argue for a 
rejection of the atomised society of 
Thatcherism and in favour of the ‘one- 
nation’ concept of capitalism with a social 
dimension are only pleading for a return 
to the centrist Conservatism of Edward 
Heath (above), one of the most: disastrous 
prime ministers in the party’s history. 


The search for the ‘Big Idea’ was stepped 
up a gear when in August the Tories sent 
out a questionnaire to 3,000 party members. 
asking for their suggestions for new policy 
declarations. Here, surely, was desperation 
most manifest. What the ruling party caucus 
seemed to be saying was: ‘‘We haven’t a 
clue what to do next. Will you tell us?” The 
whole operation came strangely from a 
leadership which had been in the habit of 
treating the views of its rank and file with 
olympian contempt for at least 30 years, and 
it has to reveal a rot of unparalleled 
magnitude when such impotence is acknow- 
ledged. 


MINDSET 

This is surely the point at which we 
should step back a few paces and survey the 
political scene in larger and more long-range 
perspective. What does all this think-tanking 
and questing amount to? It amounts to a 
series of groups of small-thinking people, 
imprisoned in the mindset of libealism that 
has dominated British politics throughout 
virtually the whole 20th century, conscious: 
of the lamentable failure of every prescrip- 
tion for our ills that has so far been tried but 
still scratching around in the hope of finding 
a new one that will spare them the hazards 
of escaping from that mindset. Of course no 
such new prescription exists, so there is only 
the option of presenting old ones in new 
packaging. This is what constitutes - the 
search for what the Sunday Times writer has 
called ‘‘the Big Idea of the 1990s.’’ 

Of course, the real ‘Big Idea’ will never 
be discovered — at least not by these 
people. It will never be discovered by them 
because the route to it is strewn with 
minefields across which they do not dare to 
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SCRATCHING AROUND FOR THE 


BIG IDEA 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


venture. The Big Idea itself is anyway 
forbidden territory — closed to all those who 
want to retain their respectability and their 
positions within the established system. It is 
closed to them because it exists completely 
outside their mindset as well as representing 
something that they could embrace only at 
the expense of their miserable political lives. 

The real Big Idea — the formula for 
halting the seemingly inexorable decline that 
has marked the course of British history 
over the present century (as well as charting 
a new path forward which can overcome the 
huge popular disillusionment with politics) 
— is very simply out of bounds. Hence the 
feeble scavenging for substitutes, as seen in 
the intellectual dilettantism of the party think 
tanks. 

The real Big Idea requires an abandon- 
ment of internationalism in favour of 
natjonalism. It requires an abandonment of 
the multi-racialist dream and the embrace of 
a doctrine of British racial self-preservation. 
It involves what Spengler described as ‘‘the 
resurgence of authority’’ and the rejection of 
everything identified by the word ‘liberal’. 

So — the parties and their think tanks 
continue to recoil from the real Big Idea and 
to chase only after small ideas writ large in 
their imaginations and in their propaganda. 


The game goes on, with its players for ever 
dredging their minds for new angles, new 


presentations, new gimmicks, new 
confidence tricks. 
NEW TYPE NEEDED 


But there is another reason why the real 
Big Idea will for ever be beyond their reach. 
It is an idea which has no use for their type. 
It is an idea which demands a wholly differ- 
ent type. 

For Britain’s salvation calls for new men 
and not just new policies — new at least in 
relation to what we have known during our 
lifetimes, though the phenomenon is ageless 
and eternal and keeps coming forth again 
and again across history in times of great 
crisis and need. 

Mosley understood something of this, and 
called for the political leader that is a 
combination of intellect and will. He spoke 
of the ‘thought-deed man’, saying in his 
autobiography My Life that:- 

‘*... it expresses concisely the prime 
necessity of the modern world: men who 
can both think and act. So far from thought 
and action being antithetical... they are 
essential complements in a creative whole; 
their union is indispensable, vital to a new 
birth.” 

It seems always to be the curse of the men 
and women of the party think tanks that they 
are overladen with resources of intellect but 
singularly deficient in resources of will. 


They are the thought people but not the 
people of deeds; and, precisely because of 
that, when their thoughts come close to 
straying over into what they know to be 
forbidden regions their incapacity for the 
great bold deed, their absence of will, 
applies the brake and then puts them into 
reverse back to the safe realms of the old 
orthodoxies. When the type is confronted 
with a solution to present crisis which is 
overpowering in its reason and logic, a little 
voice inside says: ‘‘It is too drastic: it can’t 
be done!’’ And then that voice adds: ‘‘And 
I would lose my job and everything else I 
have built for myself if I even suggested that 
it should be done.’’ So the solution is 
rejected, and the think tank again and again 
becomes ineffective because its permissible. 
thoughts are strictly circumscribed — 
circumscribed by the moral timidity of the 
so-called think-tanker. 

This then is the condition of British 
politics and British political thought as we 
gather speed towards the end of the 20th 
century. What new trick can be pulled out of 
the hat? What new presentation of old ideas 
and old phrases can be devised to stop the 
masses yawning and get them once again to 
offer their allegiance? It is an unenviable 
dilemma for the think-tankers of the left, 
right and centre of the system and the 
political place-seekers who employ them. 
Somehow they must find a way of rearr- 
anging the deckchairs on the Titanic. Pity 
them in their plight! 


RESTATING SOME 
FUNDAMENTALS 


It is time, says NOEL A. HUNT, to get the 


misfits and parasites off society’s back 


SINCE back to basics is the fashion, let 
us consider one basic principle never 
mentioned, but vitally important. It is the 
rule that every right and every privilege. 
carries with it a corresponding duty. We 
live in a_ society which has_ been 
encouraged to believe the palpable 
untruth that there is such a thing as a 
free cup of tea. If everyone, including the 
‘disadvantaged’ and the ‘under- 
privileged’, was made either to pay for 
tea or go without it we should very soon 
see great changes in society. 

‘For instance, consider the unemployed 
man who ‘signs on for benefits’. The 
payment of benefits to the unemployed has 
long been a right; nor is it suggested that it 
be withdrawn. All that is needed is to attach 
a string to the right to benefit. It is not 
difficult. The state need only lay down, and 
strictly enforce, the rule that before any 
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benefit is paid the claimant shall spend at 
least two full days of the week working. 
What work the claimant does is not 
important; what is important is that he 
should be compelled to do it, and that the 
work be onerous. If all else fails, he could 
dig holes then fill them in, work at shot 
drill or on the (reintroduced) tread-mill. 
What he must not be allowed to do is to 


‘loaf about on the pretext that he is picking 


up rubbish in parks and similar time- 
wasting exercises. 

_ Not all who claim the dole are genuine 
workseekers. The knowledge that at least 
two work-filled days were the price of 
benefits might shrink the social security 
queues considerably. 

Where women claim benefits it could 
with advantage be laid down that they spend 
two days a week on what used to be called 
‘Domestic Science’ : sweeping and cleaning + 


STOP PRESS 


Shortly before public- 
ation of this issue, we 
heard of the death of 


Noel Hunt, the author of 
this article. We hope to 
be able to print a full 


obituary to Mr. Hunt 


next month. 


a room, making beds, cooking tasty and 
nourishing meals, and so on. Any who find 
this irksome can forgo their claim and look 
to private charity for the help they claim to 
need. 

An instance of those who are foolishly 
allowed to take all and give nothing in 
return are those pests known as ‘New Age 
Travellers’. They claim to be members of 
an ‘alternative society’. If they wish to 
leave our society let them by all means do 
so; few of them will be missed. But this 
rejection of the normal obligations to 
society must carry with it a corresponding 


burden or string. Not one penny should be 


paid from public funds to these free spirits. 
They reject society; society accordingly has 
the right to reject them. 

The liberal, with his incurable itch to 
‘do good’ with someone else’s money. will 
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protest that we are punishing the children of 
these ‘Travellers’. Like so much else that 
the liberal says, this is nonsense. The 
children are being punished by their parents 
as a result of their refusal to accept the 
norms of society, not by society. The 
citizens of the ‘New Age’ created this 
problem for themselves; it is for them. to 
solve it. They can look to charity for help 
or, if truly desperate, take a job like anyone 
else. 

Needless to say, the Traveller’s vehicle 
should be regularly and strictly examined for 
road worthiness and to ensure that all 
relevant taxes have been paid. This applies 
equally to his TV and radio sets. Is it too 
cynical to suggest that if these rules were 
rigorously applied we should see far fewer 
New Age Travellers and gypsies? 

Single-parent families are much in the 
news, so let us consider them. In their case 
the ‘nothing-for-nothing’ rule must and 
should apply. If the state is required to 
support the results of their incontinence, the 
State has the right to insist that its burden be 
limited. A simple way of doing this is to 
require single parents to undergo an 
operation to ensure that no more children 
are born to be supported by the tax payer. In 
addition, two days a week should be spent 
on learning about child care and home- 
making. If these obligations are felt to be 


intolerable, those who think so can always. 


look instead to private charity; or they could 
even remain chaste. 


SOCIETY’S SELF-DEFENCE 


A fundamental right, and the supreme 
duty, of every society is to defend itself 
against those who would destroy it. These 
include persistent criminals — ‘offenders’, 
as the Caring Society would prefer to have 
it. Prisons should therefore reflect the 
disapproval of society for criminal 
behaviour. Public disapproval may well 
often act as a deterrent; if so, so much the 
better. But basically, society should defend 


itself by deterrence rather than 
rehabilitation. How can this be done? 
In principle, prisons should be 


uncomfortable rather than imitations of 
good-class hotels, as liberals would like 
them to be. Thus, a clean shave, a short 
haircut, the wearing of a uniform and strict 
obedience to instructions must be obligatory. 
Access to TV and radio should be severely 
restricted, and allowed only as reward for 
good behaviour. Food should be adequate, 
wholesome but as plain as possible. Above 
all, a full day of hard physical labour must 
be the norm. 

Criminals who might find such an 
austere regime little to their taste have but to 
mend their ways. If they are not prepared to 
do this, then they must pay the price for 
flouting the rules which society has laid 
down for its protection. 

No attempt is being made to argue these 
propositions on a moral or ethical basis. 
There is no point in doing so, particularly 
now that we live in what our religious 


PUBLIC PESTS 
In this picture the parasitic ‘New Age Travellers’ are actually being helped by Social 


Security staff to fill in their benefit forms. 


leaders assure us is a ‘post-Christian 
society’. All that is argued is that we must, 
for the sake of our survival as a people, 
apply once again the rule, age-old and 
world-wide, that ‘‘he who doth not work 
shall not eat.’’ 

Those who find this proposition too bleak 
might profitably reflect on the truth that 
governments have no money of their own. 
They get what they need by confiscating it 
from the law-abiding and industrious among 
their citizens. If this is not enough — and 
it never can be in a multi-racial welfare state 
— the balance is made up by borrowing at 
high rates of interest from financiers; that is 
to say, from usurers. These may have many 
interests, but it is certain that the well-being 
of the taxpayer is not among them. Further, 
the huge amounts of interest payable on 
money created by bankers out of nothing is 
paid, not by the government which borrowed 
the money, but from the wage-earners and 
tax-payers. 


DIFFICULTY 


There is one difficulty in the way of 
giving effect to these suggestions; and it is a 
very great difficulty indeed. It may be true 
that most of the suggestions made above 


would command the enthusiastic support of 


the tax-payer. But we may be sure that 


liberals and men of goodwill would at once 
appeal to the European Court to overrule the 
laws made by the Parliament in Westmin- 
ster. We may be equally sure that the 
European Court would be happy to do so. 
Must we, then, abandon the attempt to 
make people either pay for what they get 
from the state or go without? By no means. 
What it means is that if Britons wish to be 
rid of a scroungers’ paradise, then they must 
elect a government which will take Britain 
not only out of Europe but out of that evil 
entity the United Nations. If we cannot 
muster the courage to do this, then we shall 
deservedly become the slaves of a World 
Government, as is the plan daily becomirg 
more apparent, doomed to work ever harder 
to support an ever-growing army of drones. 
Many years have passed since the 
historian and eugenist Lothrop Stoddard 
warned us of what the future holds. The 
passage of time has amply confirmed the 
truth of Stoddard’s words (in his The Revolt 
Against Civilisation, published in 1922 by 
Charles Scribner’s). Stoddard warned: ‘‘Let 
us then understand once and for all what we 
have among us a rebel army — the vast 
horde of the unadaptable, the incapable, the 
envious, the discontented, filled with 
instinctive hatred of civilisation and 


progress, and ready on the instant to rise in 


revolt, Let us watch them.’’ 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 


columns, we have found it impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high street 
newsagents or books 1ops. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less than 
£10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be apprec- 


iated. 
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CAN AMERICAN DEMOCRACY 


SURVIVE? 


BRUCE D. PORTER predicts increasing political and racial 
conflict in the United States 


The following article was first published in 
Commentary, available from 165 East 56th 
Street, New York, NY 10022, U.S.A. The 
writer, Bruce D. Porter, is a liberal and 
Commentary is a Jewish publication, and 
readers will probably strongly disagree with 
some of the writer’s observations. Neverthe- 
less, we are reprinting the article because a 
number of its most important findings tend to 
reinforce the nationalist viewpoint. 


AFTER two centuries and-41 presidents, 
it is perhaps understandable that we take 
for granted today what remains the 
greatest political miracle of all time: the 
United States of America. The miracle 
consists not only in the remarkable 
circumstances of the country’s birth, but 
in the fact that this most heterogeneous 
and diverse population, having no 
common origin and no obvious basis for 
unity, has nonetheless endured as a 
unified nation through over two centuries 
of massive change, including a civil war, 
two world wars, several economic 
depressions, and the strains of 
industrialization, immigration and 
sweeping territorial expansion. What is 
more, the astonishing vitality of the 
American republic unfolded within the 
framework of a constitution of fewer 
than 7,000 words, drafted by a 
committee of patrician landowners in 
only four months, and rarely amended 
since. If the United States is not a 
miracle, then nothing of a political nature 
can possibly merit the term. 

Longevity of course, promotes 
presumptions of permanence. Despite 
having witnessed the collapse of one 
superpower widely believed to be 
infrangible, we devote hardly a thought to 
the prospects for stability and survival of 
the other. Few would deny that the United 
States has serious problems, but since those 
problems are still dealt with through a 
process of consent and compromise that has 
worked — with only one systemic break- 
down — for over 200 years, we are 
inclined to assume that the United States 
will continue to endure. 

The immediate, though by no means 
only, cause for questioning that assumption 
is the end of the cold war, which places the 
United States in the same position it faced 
after the War of 1812, the Mexican War, 
the Civil War, and World War I. Suddenly, 
the country has no serious enemies and 
faces no military threat from abroad. In 
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similar situations in the past, American 
unity has waned. Will the same thing now 
happen again? Will the end of a half- 
century of superpower rivalry and proxy 
wars abroad mark the beginning uf a new 
turbulence within America itself? 

One sign that the end of the cold war 
may have profound repercussions at home. 
can be seen in the political problems of our 
cold-war allies. In Italy, the postwar 
political system has been discredited by 
massive scandal. Elsewhere in Western 
Europe, Francois Mitterrand, Helmut Kohl, 
and John Major have sunk to record lows in 
opinion polls. In Japan, the monopoly of 
the Liberal Democratic parfy on power has 
been broken for the first time since World 
War II. Across the entire band of countries 
who jointly fought the cold war, political 
incumbents are being challenged as never 
before; the status quo is increasingly under. 
siege. And indeed, with the West no longer 
mobilized on the front lines of a grand 
ideological crusade, it is only logical that 
nations would turn inward to bicker over 
their domestic problems, many of which 
were neglected in the pursuit of international 
victory. 

The United States will not escape this 
process. A diverse and continent-spanning 
society that is suddenly no longer faced by 
foreign threats will likely find that its own 
internal cleavages are greater than anyone 
suspected. This is all the more to be 
expected because the United States is the one 
great power, besides the former Soviet 
Union, whose internal cohesion has been 


‘based on adherence to a common political 


ideology rather than on ethnic or national 
homogeneity. 

Most probably the end of the cold war 
would not, by itself, generate a sufficient 
tidal force to threaten the survival of 
American democracy. But it will greatly 
increase the strains on our political system 
just as other centrifugal forces, long 
building, are tearing at the fabric of 
American society. 


IDENTITY CRISIS 


The first of these centrifugal forces is a 


crisis of American identity, caused by the 


vigorous assertion of subnational loyalties 
above a common, unifying bond. 

In the past, the peculiar genius of 
American democracy was its success in 


divorcing national identity and politica] 


rights from personal pedigree. American 
nationality and the national feeling associated 


AMERICA IN CRISIS 

A state trooper patrols the burnt-out 

remains of a street during the Los 
Angeles race riots in 1991. 


with it were from the beginning linked not 
to abstract ideals of liberty, human rights, 
representative government, and the equality 
of all human beings. Nationality in the new 
republic was based on documents, not on 
ancestry. Hence, for most of American 
history, anyone arriving on American shores 
could become an American; and once this 
happened, his ‘Americanness’ took 
precedence over his national origins. This 
was the essence of the American miracle and 


an absolute key to the preservation and 


vitality of the United States. 

Admittedly, immigrants often faced 
discrimination, and of course, the melting 
pot failed miserably for black Americans — 
most of whom did not arrive here of their 
own free will and who even after the 
abolition of slavery were not permitted to 
assimilate into American society or enjoy the 
full rights of citizenship. Though 
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Reconstruction officially ended in 1876, the 
tragic fact is that well before then, the 
population of the Northern states had lost 
interest in defending the rights of former 
slaves in the South. The _liberators 
abandoned the liberated to a century of 
oppression, prejudice, and second-class 
citizenship. The roots of the mounting crisis 
of American identity that now faces us can 
be traced to this enormous moral failing, 
which short-circuited the process of national 
integration at its most critical moment. 

The civil-rights movement of the 1960s 
finally brought home to millions of white 
Americans the magnitude of the injustices 
that had been perpetrated on black 
Americans for over a century, notwith- 
standing the abolition of slavery. The 
response was an understandable rush to 
overcome the effects of this lost century 
through governmental action, including 
preferential programs intended _ to 
compensate for past injustices. While the 
civil-rights movement itself had been both 
integrationist and inclusive in thrust, many 
of these later programs deliberately 
emphasized racial awareness, ethnic identity, 
and group preference. Eventually they came. 
to encompass not only black Americans, but: 
other ethnic — and gender — categories as 
well. 

Thus by the 1980s perhaps a majority of 
the American population on one way or 
another fell under the rubric of 
‘disadvantaged minority’, and great political 
and economic benefits could be achieved by 
emphasizing one’s identification with a 
specific group so designated. Political rights 
came to be seen as group benefits, rather 
than as universal rights to which all 
Americans were equally entitled. Whether or 
not affirmative action and the related 
programs which grew out of it advanced the 
fortunes of minority Americans (or at least 
of minority elites), they certainly stimulated 
a powerful reassertion of subnational 
loyalties. These now threaten to be exalted 
over any common sense of American 
nationality or identity. And without a 
common sense of ‘Americanness’, the 
threads holding together this most diverse 
of republics will become thin indeed. 

The end of the cold war will exacerbate 
this crisis of national identity in a number of 
ways. For one thing, after every major war 
of this century, racial tensions have 
worsened. Is there any reason to suppose 
that the cold war will be any different, 
particularly given the acute sense of separate 
identities that is emerging? It may be that 
the Los Angeles riot of 1991 — which 
followed shortly after the national 
celebration of victory in the Persian Gulf — 
was a harbinger of things to come. 

Second, the scaling down of the US 
Army and other of the armed services 
means a contraction of the very instrtution 
which, for over 40 years now, has been 
most successful in integrating and elevating 
blacks and other minorities. In the Persian 
Gulf war, the nation’s senior military 


officer was a black American, and 33 per 
cent of all enlisted personnel and officers 
were minorities. Nor are we talking only 
about front-line troops; as a proportion of 
persons assigned to various occupational 
specialities in the military, there is a higher 
ratio of blacks in medical, administration, 
communications, and _ service-support 
functions than in combat specialities. This 
has been achieved in a highly meritocratic 
institution in which advancement is based 


on performance, not group preference. The. 


downsizing of the armed forces will thus 


.curtail one of the largest and best channels 


for minorities to climb from inner-city 
poverty to self-reliant independence. It is 
one of the most unfortunate consequences 
of our reduced international position. 

Finally, since Pearl Harbour, Americans 
have tended to set aside their partisan 
differences at the ocean’s edge; to a lesser 
extent, the same can be said of separate 
group identities. But just as partisanship is 
waxing stronger in the aftermath of the US- 
Soviet rivalry, our common American 
identity will also lose the unifying focus 
that flowed from the foreign-policy 
challenges of the past five decades. New 
and serious challenges face us abroad, but 
they may not be sharply defined enough to 
elicit a similar unifying response. 
Ironically, then, our failure 
leadership in the Balkans may only hasten 
our own Balkanization. 


COUNTRY UNGOVERNABLE 


A second incipient crisis of American 
democracy is that of declining governability 
— the incapacity of our political institutions 
to resolve or even mitigate the complex 
economic and social problems that face us. 
In particular, the failure of Congress or the 
executive branch to deal effectively with the 
deficit problems fuels public perceptions of 
paralysis. At some point, if these 
‘perceptions continue or increase, they will 
almost inevitably translate into demands for 
radical — and not necessarily thoughtful — 
constitutional reform. 

The failure to reduce the deficit, despite 


numerous highly publicized efforts beginn- 


ing with the Gramm-Rudman amendment of 
1986, does not stem entirely from a lack of 
political leadership in both parties: It also 
arises out of deeply-rooted _ structural 
problems that make traditional political 
solutions unworkable. 

The first of these structural obstacles 
might be called the ‘scissors dilemma’ of the 
welfare state. It derives from the fact that 
recessions simultaneously reduce revenue 
and increase welfare outlays (hence the 
analogy of closing scissors). This forces the 
federal government either to borrow heavily 
or to raise taxes to maintain its welfare 
commitments. But since increased debt is 
always eventually repaid by taxation, the 
long-term effect is to increase the 
government’s share of gross domestic 
product (GDP). 

Over the long run and beyond a certain 


to exert. 


threshold, an increasing government share of 
GDP acts as a drag on national productivity 
and contributes to declining growth rates, 
thereby further exacerbating the scissors 
dilemma. It will be aggravated still more by 
the changing demographic profile of the 
country — an aging population with a higher 
ratio of pensioners to workforce will drive 
up welfare costs while shrinking the national 
revenue base. 

Another structural problem is what might 
be termed the ‘benefits-ratchet effect’. 
Redistributive benefits, once given, are 
politically almost impossible to revoke, even 
when their costs spiral far beyond original 
projections. Neither the Gramm-Rudmann 
amendment, nor the Bush deficit-reduction 
proposals, nor the Clinton Budget package 
recently passed by Congress has addressed 
the problem of skyrocketing growth in 
entitlement programs — money which the 
federal government is required by law to 
dispense according to rigid formulas that are 
defended to the hilt by the groups that 
benefit from them. Only a few of these 
entitlements are aimed solely at the indigent- 
most stretch their largesse high up into the 
middle class and beyond — which is 
precisely why they have proved impossible 
to cut. The constituency of beneficiaries has 
become too large for most political leaders 


to risk offending. 


POLITICIANS’ FEAR OF VOTERS 


From which flows still another structural 
problem — the ‘electability dilemma’. As 
public anger with Washington rises, the risks 
of incumbency increase, making legislators 
more, not less, cautious about doing 
anything to alienate voters essential to 
victory at the polls. 

The Clinton budget has not dented these 
structural barriers to change; in fact, it does 
precisely what was done in past deficit- 
reduction packages: postpone all serious cuts 
to a later date (many of which will be 
reversed in the end); leave entitlement (the 
growth of which continues unabated) 
virtually unscathed; and base all projections 
on optimistic assumptions of growth and 
revenue, including the assumption — that 
potential revenue sources will not flee to 
available tax shelters. 

The result of all this is a deficit that is 
intractable and certain to remain high, a 
deficit whose causes are completely bi- 
partisan and have nothing to do with which 
party has occupied the White House or has 
had a majority in Congress since 1980 or 
before. Nor could it come as a less 
propitious time, given the strains on national 
unity already outlined above. Either the 
rising factionalism of the post-cold-war era 
will prevent a solution, or the solution will 
be so painful as further to aggravate our 
social divisions. 

Reasonable persons may differ over the 
economic implications of the deficit; many 
have argued that a £6trillion economy ought 
‘to be able to sustain a $200- to $300billion 

Contd. overleaf 
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CAN AMERICAN DEMOCRACY 
SURVIVE? 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


deficit indefinitely. But the real implications 
of the problem are political, not economic. 
The deficit affects all facets of American 
government, curtailing the pelicy options 
available to national leaders. On the one 
hand, it has already swallowed up the ‘peace 
dividend’ that proponents of social spending 
had hoped to tap. On the other hand, it will 
force continued cuts in defence spending and 
thereby make it difficult to sustain American 
military power: we will withdraw from the 
world as much for want of money as for 
want of will. 

Rising public resentment over the failure 
of Washington to address the deficit has 
already spawned both the anti-incumbent 
movement and the Ross Perot phenomenon. 
Other challenges to the status quo no doubt 


lie ahead — new political ideologies, other. 


charismatic leaders, third-party movements, 
voter-mobilization drives, term-limitation 
efforts, recalls and referenda at the state and 
local level, and campaigns for constitutional 
reform, including attempts to call a 
constitutional convention under Article V of 
the Constitution. None of this will 
necessarily be destabilizing — some of it 


-may even be healthy and necessary — but it. 


does suggest that a volatile political decade 
or more lies ahead of us. 


LACK OF COMMON VALUES 


Lastly there is the crisis of American 
values. Every society, however pluralistic it 
may be, however much it may tolerate and 
respect divergent viewpoints and _ styles, 
must nevertheless have some common set of 
values to anchor its institutions. Tocqueville 
acknowledged this in the first volume of 
Democracy in America: 

I will never admit that men constitute a 

social body simply because they obey 

the same head and the same laws. 

Society can exist only when a great 

number of men consider a great number 

of things under the same aspect, when 

they hold the same opinions upon many 

subjects, and the same occurrences 

suggest the same _ thoughts and 

impressions to their minds. 
This does not mean that social stability 
requires unanimity or that everyorie in a 
society should be expected to hold to the 
same views and values or lead a common 
life. It means only that in any society 
capable of functioning as a society, there 
will always be some values that the vast 
majority will accept and defend, regardless 
of their other differences. 

Yet the past three or four decades have 
witnessed a shift in influential sectors of 
American society away from a commitment 
to such values and toward an overarching 
moral relativism that simply refused to 
admit that any point of view can possibly 
have greater validity than any other. In 
our universities — and even in many of our 
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churches — basic American political values 
are regularly, even stridently, dismissed as 
instruments of repressions by the reigning 
power structure, having no intrinsic moral 
worth or legitimacy. And in our schools the 
failure to defend and teach basic standards 
of civil behaviour is resulting in a 
generation incapable of drawing moral 
distinctions — a generation devoid of any 
sense of what is right or wrong, or that 
there may even be a right or a wrong. A 
1,740-percent increase in the number of 
children and teenagers treated for knife and 
gunshot wounds since 1986 cannot possibly 
be attributed to poverty or rising racism 
alone. It suggests, rather, that a society 
which treats almost every form of 
behaviour as not better or worse than any 
other will be unable to make a strong 
enough case even against violence. 


TIME OF STRAIN 


We are, then, entering a season of 
sharpening internal strains, during which 
the United States may be as badly divided 
along partisan, class, ethnic, gender, and 
ideological lines as it was along sectional 
lines in the 1850s. In a polity that has no 
purely national basis to fall back on, such 
cleavages may portend serious and even 
violent upheaval. If the above trends were 
to continue unabated, they would eventually 
lead to the destabilization of our political 


‘system and its replacement either by 


unrelieved anarchy or a more authoritarian 
form of rule. 

But even assuming that large-scale 
political upheaval is averted, we are bound 
to witness a difficult period of growing 
public alienation from the political process, 
rising racial tensions and unrest in the inner 
cities, partisan and ideological acrimony, 


deepening social divisions, escalating 
violence among the young, political 
radicalism on our campuses, one-term 


presidents, 
turmoil. 

We may also see a variety of attempts to 
solve all these problems through foreign 
diversion: finding or inventing enemies 
(Japan is a likely candidate) against which 
united efforts can be directed. But unless we 
are forced to resolve our differences by the 
rise of a genuine military adversary — an 
eventuality no sane person could possibly 
hope for — there can be little doubt that a 
turbulent domestic storm lies ahead. When 
it breaks, it may take miracles of leadership 
as great as any we have witnessed in the 
past fo keep the miracle of this venerable 
democracy alive. 


and breathtaking __ political 


BRUCE D. PORTER is associate professor 
of political science at Brigham Young 
University and an associate of the Olin 
Institute for Strategic Studies, Harvard 
University. His book War and the Rise of 
the State will be published soon by the Free 
Press. 


THIS Yuletide why not send a 
card with a difference to your 
friends and relatives. 

We have a growing range of 
attractive designs based on North- 
ern European folk mythology. 

These cards are printed in full 
colour, and are A5 in size. They 
come complete with an envelope. 

A free catalogue of all our post- 
ers, cards, books, etc is available - 
please send SAE. 

A few of the designs availabie 
are:- 


sif 


Odin Riding Sleipnir 

Celtic Princess 

Viking Longships 

Yggadrasil - Tree of life 
Father Xmas at Stonehenge 


The cards cost £7.50, inc. p&p., 
for a set of twelve. Please state 
when ordering if you want all the 
same design, or a mix of designs. 


Available from:- 

Planet Prints, 

PO Box 62, 

Uckfield, 

E Sussex, TN22 1ZY. 


Cheques/POs etc payable to "Planet 
Prints" please. 


SHOULD ‘CONSENT’ 
BE ALLOWED? 


A critique of the rationale behind present homosexual laws, 
by Dr. MICHAEL TOPHAM, MA, PhD 


IT is a wise principle of British law that 
no one may inflict a serious injury on 
another person even with his consent. It is 
a crime, for example, to help a person to 
commit suicide or to indulge in a prize- 
fight without gloves. The reasoning seems 
to be that a person who consents to being 
needlessly injured is clearly of unsound 
mind when he does so and therefore 
cannot validly give consent. 

Now it is a medical fact that anal 
intercourse, whether homosexual or hetero- 
sexual, is liable to cause serious injury. It 
often ruptures the rectum, which is much 
less sturdily built than the vagina and 
closely linked to various blood vessels. 
These ruptures lead to bleeding and hence 
to a much greater risk of infection than in 
normal intercourse — infection not only 
with AIDS but with many other serious 
diseases as well. 

In view of these risks of internal injury 
and easier infection, these seems to be good 
legal grounds for making buggery (sodomy) 
in any circumstances, even between con- 
senting adults, a crime under the law. True, 


‘it does not always cause physical damage, 


but one could say the same about duelling, 
attempted murder or selling salmonella- 
tainted eggs. There are better grounds for 
criminalising sodomy than for banning 
alcohol or tobacco. 

I doubt, however, if there would be any 
point in trying to enforce such a ban except 
to prevent public indecency and 
importuning and to protect subordinates 
(such as private soldiers and employees) 
and minors (persons under 21, I would 
suggest, and persons under 30 when the 
other person is 10 or more years older — 
identity cards would make prosecution 
easier in such cases by giving the older 


person no.chance to plead ignorance of his 
victim’s youth). It should also, I think, be 
an offence to have any form of sexual 
intercourse if one knows one has a sexually 
transmittable disease. 


A DISEASE 


The primary need is not for police action 
against sadomites but for public recognition 


of homosexuality as a disease. It is not a 


crime to suffer from a disease, but it should 


be a crime spread it deliberately or to- 


pretend to anyone that it does no harm. 
Similarly, no one should be allowed to 
preach (even from the pulpit) that 
homosexuality is harmless’ or _ that 
homosexuals are just like everyone else. The 
state should take pains to present the public 
unemotionally with the simple scientific facts 
of the case, such as:- 

a) The extreme medical dangers, already 
mentioned. 

b) The fact that AIDS is almost impossible 
to catch by normal vaginal intercourse. 

c) The sado-masochistic nature of sodomy, 
which is often very painful. 

d) Its abnormality in civilised nations — 
recent surveys suggest that less than 2% 
of Britons have ever had a homosexual 
contact, willingly or not. 

e) The extreme promiscuity of such 
abnormals — an average of 19 partners 
in a year, according to one American 
survey, which suggests a life of endless 
non-fulfilment, punctuated by “7-minute 
affairs’. 

f) The fact that most homosexuals are as 
much a menace to females as to males 
— women should not feel ‘safe’ with 
them. 

g) The tendency of homosexual tq prey on 
younger age-groups, as shown by the 


U.F.C. 
VIDEO LIST 


THE NEW LIST OF V.H.S. VIDEO TAPES FROM U.F.C. IS NOW AVAILABLE. 
MANY OF THESE ARE NOT AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE IN THE U.K. AND ARE 


A ‘MUST’ 


FOR EVERY NATIONALIST. TOPICS COVERED 


INCLUDE 


MILITARY HISTORY, CURRENT AFFAIRS, HISTORICAL EVENTS AND 


FEATURE MOVIES. 


PLEASE SEND TWO FIRST CLASS STAMPS FOR YOUR COPY TO:- 


U.F.C., B.C.M. 4161, 


LONDON WC1N 3XX 


MASS MEDIA 
POISON 
Julian Clary 
(left), TV’s 
best known 


high proportion of boys among the 
victims of child-murderers. 

I know nothing of Lesbianism and regard 
‘latent homosexuality’ as mere speculation. 
I am told that some male homosexuals, to 
avoid the physical pain of sodomy, content 
themselves with mutual masturbation. They 
seem to me to be replacing medical dangers 
with psychological ones, since a married 
couple who carried on like that would 
probably end up in two separate mental 
homes. 
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Coming TV 
programmes 


The British National Party is featured in two 
TV documentaries to be shown shortly. One is 
the Dispatches programme on Channel Four. It is 
clear that this will be a thorough ‘hatchet job’, 
attempting to tie the BNP in with violence and 
criminality. It was only after careful consideration 
that the BNP agreed to co-operate in the making 
of the programme. This decision was based on 
the belief that more harm would have been done 
allowing the smears to go unanswered than by 
answering them. However, readers can expect 
this programme to be vicious and dishonest — the 
Dispatches team are regarded as far-left fanatics 
even among their fellow TV film-makers. 

The other programme, scheduled for Decem- 
ber, is produced by the BBC’s Pebble Mill and 
will be shown in the Midlands only. It features an 
interview with BNP leader John Tyndall and shots 
from a party meeting in the Midlands last month. 


The BNP in Ulster 


British National Party supporters are 
getting plenty of good news lately, and so 
they ought to be able to take a little bit of 
bad news. One piece of the latter came 
recently from Northern Ireland, where we 
have been informed that the party’s unit 
there has folded. 

In a letter to party headquarters the 
former Organiser gave all sorts of excuses 
for this demise, none of course amounting to 
any blame on his part! Apparently one such 
excuse is that the unit experienced intim- 
idation by members of a loyalist paramilitary 
group. 

The latter story could of course be true. If 
it is, it confirms our view that some of these 
so-called ‘loyalists’ are either very stupid or 
are in the pay of Ulster’s political enemies. 
The needless sectarian murders recently 
carried out against catholics in the province 
tend to reinforce either one or the other 
theory. We cannot otherwise understand how 
these ‘loyalists’ would be hostile to the only 
mainland political party that is Ulster’s true 
friend. 

Nonetheless, we do not feel that this 
intimidation justifies the throwing in of the 
towel by the BNP’s Ulster unit. BNP 
activists all over the United Kingdom have 
to face just the same hazards, particularly in 
London. Three party men there who 
received serious injuries as a result of enemy 
attacks during the last year are still right in 
the midst of the fight. 

The BNP is still resolved to establish an 
active unit in Northern Ireland, and will do 
sO again just as soon as people of the needed 
calibre come forward to undertake the task. 
Unhappily, those who have been available so 
far have not demonstrated this calibre — at 
least not for any sustained period of time. 
We know that Ulster folk are among the 
UK’s finest when it comes to toughness, 
courage and patriotism. It just so happens 
that up to now those the BNP has recruited 
there have not been typical. We are sure, 
however, that things will change. 
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THE GIFT OF RAMU 


A work of science fiction with a twist in its tale. A strange visitor brings a 
wondrous gift... but will it be used for the good of mankind... or will it be hi-jacked 
by vested interests? The President faces a stark choice as he stumbles onto the true 
cause of economic crises and recessions. Has he got the nerve to stand up to the 
almighty Money Power? Price £3.95. 


THE OLD LADY OF THREADNEEDLE STREET 


The history of the Bank of England. Facts by Josiah Stamp (previous Director) and 
Professor Soddy. A C-60 audio cassette. Price £4.00. 


SURVIVAL ETHICS 


A popular film made by James Macintyre during the best days of the National Front 
in the 1970s, when it was screened at many meetings. VHS video cassette. Price 
£15.00. 


All from Steven Books, 10 Lincoln Way, Enfield, Middlesex EN1 1TE 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all 
persons, whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month 
to the party's funds. 

Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their donations are 
required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution (made out to the British National Party), to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


Annual Rally in London 


NOVEMBER 5th 


Please read carefully 


This is a further reminder to all readers that this year’s British National Party 
Annual Rally will be held in the afternoon of Saturday, November 5th. 

All regions organising travelling parties to come to the rally should by now have 
their arrangements well in hand. 

Most people attending the rally will be making their way to the event with these 
travelling parties. This is the surest method of making sure you do not miss the rally. 
It means that you must get in touch with your regional organiser well in time so as 
to ensure you are aware of rendezvous arrangements in your area on the day. 

These procedures are made necessary by our knowledge that the BNP’s political 
opponents would like, if they were able, to disrupt the rally by ascertaining the 
meeting location beforehand and sabotaging the party’s booking of the premises by 
threats against the owners. 

For the purpose of enabling to get to the rally those people who, for whatever 
reason, are unable to travel with regional parties, the BNP will be providing a publicly 
advertised rendezvous point in Central London, which will be disclosed in the 
November issue of Spearhead. A BNP stewarding party will endeavour to link up with 
those arriving at this rendezvous point and thence take them to the rally. However, 
previous experience has shown that there can be difficulties in this link-up. If the 
stewarding party maintains a high profile at the location by use of flags, etc., it is 
possible that police present may move it on, on the pretext of a threatened breach 
of the peace with opponents nearby. If the party is inconspicuous, on the other hand, 
it can happen that those arriving at the rendezvous point will fail to find it and 
identify it. 

A method of avoiding these problems would be for those unable to come to the 
rally by regional coach party to write to the party beforehand giving their name and 
address and telephone number (if any) and, if possible, the name and address and 
telephone number of another party member known to the party who can testify to 
their bona fides. To those supplying this notification, an alternative and unpublished 
rendezvous point will be supplied by post or telephone a short time before the date 
of the rally. 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
Ee Box.117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: I notice that an ex-MP for Battersea, 
“known for his work on behalf of 
refugees,’’ has received a peerage. Do these 
people who ‘care for refugees’ care anything 
about their own country? I doubt it. 
Receiving refugees into this country is 
almost the same as fostering coloured 
immigration, since most of the so-called 
refugees come from the Third World. Once 
they are here, there is no _ effective 
mechanism for seeing that they return to 
their own countries when it is safe for them 
to do so. 

It would be good if, in the event of the 
population of Britain being made to carry ID 
cards, those cards held information telling 
the authorities details of the holder’s nation- 
ality. Most probably, however, the cards 
will be intended to tell whether or not the 
holder is a member of a ‘racist’ organis- 
ation! 

R.E. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: Observers of the national press may 
have noticed an interesting report in The 
Independent of the 12th September, drawing 
attention to the fact that ‘‘white teenagers 
from Britain’s inner cities are less likely to 
stay on in education than their ethnic 
minority peers...’’ after the age of 16. 

The report went on to explain that ‘‘white 
teenagers were much more likely to have 
found full-time jobs than other groups, 
leading to speculation that black children 
were forced to return to school because of 
racial discrimination by employers.’’ 

I react to this kind of fairy story with the 
usual incredulity. These newspaper writers 
do love to remove the proverbial goalposts, 
do they not? In fact, on any contentious 
issue their goalposts seem to be on wheels 
— such is the rapidity of the shifts in their 
arguments. 

I seem to recall that in the mid-1980s 
there was much concern that British pupils 
in many of our schools were apparently out- 
performing their foreign colleagues in the 
academic stakes and were therefore 
remaining in education for longer periods. 
This was, of course, all down to ‘racism’. 
Now the tables have turned, and yet good 
old ‘racism’ is still being blamed for the 
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supposed existence of conditions opposite to 

those of ten years ago. You just cannot win 
with these people. 

D. TOPPLE 

Exeter, Devon 


SIR: Was anyone listening to London 
Talkback on radio recently when the lefty 
presenter spoke of having ascertained that 
the majority of foreign tourists at a 
particular attraction were German? He said 
that he would not like to attend an event 
where most of the participants were 
‘*Krau... — er, German.’’ Imagine the 
furore if a radio presenter said he would not 
like to attend an event where the majority of 
participants were ‘‘Nig... — er, black.’ I 
somehow could not see the poor fellow 
keeping his job! 

M.F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Your August issue considered the 
tragedy of Rwanda and the ongoing African 
situation. Well, we all sympathise with the 
many thousands who suffer and die as a 
result of famine and war. However, I rarely, 
if ever, hear the media discuss the root 
causes of what is happening in Africa. 

It is useful to note that in the early 1960s 
other ‘developing’ countries, such as South 
Korea, Taiwan and Singapore, had similar 
GNPs to many African countries. In addition 
they had far less in the way of natural 
resources. The differences in achievement 
over the past 30 years could not have been 
more dramatic. 

I do not hear the media, when talking 
about Africa’s miseries, discussing such 
things as incompetent governments, 
nepotism, corruption, lack of birth control 
and the work ethic — all of which help to 
make the difference between prosperity and 
disaster. 

P. RHODES 
London S.W.15 


SIR: It is with great dismay that I have read 
the article by James Thurgood in your 
August issue saying that the British National 
Party would not ban contraception. 

Under the chapter ‘Husband and Wife’ in 
the book The Framework of the Christian 
State, may I quote the following:- 

‘‘The un-natural vice of race suicide is 
becoming more and more common, and is 
sapping the very life of the non-catholic 
nations of the European civilisation. The 
spread of this vice is due partly to the 
decay of the Christian spirit of self- 
sacrifice, which is needed‘ to undergo 
willingly the burden of parenthood, and 
partly to the spread of the false and 
unchristian theories of political economy 
which the writings of J.S. Mill and his 
school have made popular in the English- 
speaking countries.”’ 

The conjugal act is of its very nature 
designed for the procreation of offspring, 
and therefore those who in performing it 
deliberately deprive it of its natural power 
and efficacy act against nature and do 
something which is shameful and intrin- 
sically immoral. This was stated in an 
Encyclical Letter of Pope Pius XI on Christ- 
ian marriage in 1930. 

R. HEAD 
London N.7 


SIR: Am I alone in being unable to suppress 
a guffaw when witnessing President Clinton 
demonstrating the military might and ‘super- 
power’ capabilities of the United States by 
invading, of all countries, Haiti? 

Of course, none of this is new. The US 
has within recent memory shown who’s boss 
by staging armed occupations of Grenada, 
Panama and Somalia while also glorying in 
the defeat of Iraq. Is there any corner of the 
globe that is free from its insufferable 
meddling? 

D. JACKSON 
Carlisle, Cumbria 


| _Howto obtain Spearhead 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £12.650) Overseas surface mail: £14.750 Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£15.700 Unsealed air mail Middle East, N & S America: £22.100 Unsealed air mail 


Australasia, Far East: £23.700 


for banker's commission and charges. 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
Those wanting copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £6.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £3.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 56p each; 20-49 copies: 50p each; 50-99 copies: 42p each; 100-199 
copies: 35p each; 200-499 copies: 30p each; 500 copies or over: 28p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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BOOKS 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DX 
NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 


CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A. 


collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
‘demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 
bookhighlights our war Premier’s overweening personal 
ambition and is particularly critical of his failure to 
come to an agreement with Hitler after British forces 
had been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline én the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 

CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remitt- 
ances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service is 
marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 

Would all those ordering books by post please 
note that their orders should be sent to our mail 
order address, which is: PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. The address given at the top of 
this page is far retail sales only. 


£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956 (rep. 1992), 72pp. 


DEALING INN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting. 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 
ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 


The Six MMilhon 


ANTI-HOLO- 
CAUST 
‘MUST’ 

(For details 
see opposite 
page) 


A Special Report by the 
Committee for Truth in History 


reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New American and a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 
GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 
GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
oe look at modern world history. 1977, 
PP- 
GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 


Describes how financial interests are promoting the 
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destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 

NO TIME FOR SILENCE (Austin J. App) £4.75. 
Reprints of 14 revisionist pamphlets published between 
1946 and 1978. The late author taught English literature 
at several US universities and colleges. 1987, lv, 
143pp. 

OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


THE PRESS WE DON’T DESERVE, THE (Alex- 


ander Raron)x £1.50. An account of the author’s . 


efforts to get The Guardian newspaper to break the 
habits of a lifetime and tell the truth about Searchlight 
editor Gerry Gable and his accomplice in lies, Ray Hill. 

1994, 12pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 


suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
92pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and altreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron)x £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, editor of 
Searchlight magazine and ‘anti-fascist researcher’. 
Shortly after this exposure of Gable’s lies, the author 
was assaulted at his home by a group of thugs — what 
an amazing coincidence! 1993, 53pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SEXUAL DEAD-END (Stephen Green) £9.95. A 
factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexualism, 
with an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensat- 
ionalist but neither is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Makolm ra £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. 
Monahan) £7.80. A series of articles from the Social 
Creditor dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the problem 
of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 
honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson 
régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 
TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter)«x £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of the 
Government in signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 1994, 
123pp 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.00. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, a 
USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 
WALL STREET AND THE .BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
— Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
roved beyond all question by an established 
< ar. 1974, 3 08pp. 
WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1576, 220pp. 
WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 4S5pp. 
WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the “—y to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The secend edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
ies 1982, 904pp. 
ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 20Spp. 
ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed . 


below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 


enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post- 


Sree. 


The Enemy Within 


This BNP booklet is about the role of the BBC as a 
weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises 
the text of an official complaint by the party to the 


Broadcasting Complaints Commission following the 
odious Public Eye programme shown in January 1993. 
Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 


radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The Handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party at 
local branch level, starting from scratch when the 
activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a mine of 


Contd. overleaf 
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information that all activists, old and new, will find 
valuable in the quest to make their activities more 
efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for everyone who 
wants to be more than just an armchair nationalist. The 
Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £1.86 
post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 
Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.50 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. ; 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! Leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.00 per 1,000. 

Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on 
the BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in Septem- 
ber 1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire 
face of British politics, saying that now the BNP has 
shown that it can win elections it has a new credibility 
and a vote for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also 
gives a brief synopsis of the main policies on which the 
party will be fighting forthcoming elections. This is 


recommended as anexcellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. . 


It should be used as a supplement to, not a substitute 
for, the standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The 
leaflet contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek 
Beackon at his moment of victory. 

Join the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote...’ leaflet, 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 

Rebuild Britam NOW! Fairly new leaflet. Deals 
mostly with measures needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full employment, but also mentions 
the effect on British jobs of the coloured invasion. 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


we 


ACTIVISTS’ 
HANDBOOK 


A ‘MUST’ FOR ALL NATIONALISTS 
The BNP Activist Handbook, which has only 
very recently been published. For descript- 

ion see page 17. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best- 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has bgen 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 


up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.50 for 1,000 and £5.00 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally °93. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged just outside London on November 6th 
1993. Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David 
Bruce, Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John 
Tyndall. Excellent quality of film! 

Rally °92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 98p p&p. 
Allied publications 


We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £15.00 per year; 
Overseas £20.00 per year; U.S.A $30.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
= “a PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, 


BNP gets good result in bad area 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY candidate 
Gordon Callow gained 305 votes in 
Shadwell Ward in a by-election to Tower 
Hamlets Council last month. This repres- 
ented 12'4 per cent of the poll. 

Although this vote was considerably less 
than those obtained by the BNP in other 
wards of the same borough in the scheduled 
local government elections last May, the fact 
is that, while in May the party contested 
favourable areas of its own choice, on this 
occasion the ward in question was decidedly 
unfavourable territory. About 40 per cent of 
the electorate is Asian, while probably near 
to half belong to some ethnic minority or 
other. In reality, Gordon Callow’s share of 
the white vote was at least 20 per cent — 


Page eighteen 


possibly a great deal more if, as is 
suspected, a great many white residents did 
not bother to vote, knowing that Labour was 
certain to win. 

The Liberal Democrats beat the BNP by 
just 12 votes while the Tories, with 74 votes 
(less than 3 per cent), were humiliated. The 
LibDems, dropped from over 600 votes 
from May. 

The BNP result was achieved with almost 
no previous campaigning in the area. One 
BBC commentator, on hearing the result, 
said that the BNP is now ‘‘the effective 
opposition to Labour in Tower Hamlets.”’ 


GORDON CALLOW 
Won big share of white vote 


EXCELLENT WEST MIDLANDS RALLY 


THE RECENT PROGRESS of the British 
National Party in the West Midlands was 
demonstrated when just under a hundred 
party supporters, nearly all of them from the 
local area, attended a rally near Birmingham 


war heroes made such sacrifices. 

Keith Axon delivered a most encouraging 
report of recent BNP activities and growth in 
the West Midlands. He gave some examples 
of opposition hysteria and said that the 


on September 24th, addressed by party 
leader John Tyndall. 

Some time ago, when the BNP was 
struggling in the West Midlands, it was 
decided to merge the West and East 
Midlands regions into one single Midlands 
region. Now, with the party booming in the 
West Midlands, the region has again been 
divided into two, with the West Midlands 
under Keith Axon as Organiser and the East 
Midlands under John Peacock. 

Mr. Peacock spoke first at the rally and 
announced this change. He then went on to 
speak of the recent commemoration of the 
Armhem landings in 1944 and said that, 
sadly, none of the aims for which the war 
generation fought have in fact been achieved 
in post-war Britain. Only the victory of the 
BNP will create the country for which our 


SLIGHTLY LATE THIS MONTH 


This issue of Spearhead will reach the 
reader a few days later than normal. This 
is due to a breakdown on our computer 
which resulted in a production delay of 
some days while the fault was being 
repaired. 

We apologise to our readers for this 
hold-up. Generally speaking, we think our 
magazine’s record of promptness of 
publication is pretty good. Just occasion- 
ally, however, there will be exceptions to 
the rule. 


John Tyndall speaks. Beside him, left to 
right, are Stan Goodwin, Keith Axon and 
John Peacock. 


hatred the party has engendered among its 
opponents is the surest sign of its success. 

Mr. Tyndall, in the final speech, began by 
alluding to the term ‘Black Country’, once 
taken to mean the industrial West Midlands 
— aname giving cause for immense pride in 
the region’s manufacturing prowess. Now, 
he said, with the region’s great industries 
gutted thanks to successive governments, the 
name ‘Black Country’ has unhappily come to 
mean something entirely different — as any 
visitor to Handsworth or Wolverhampton’s 
Heath Town can testify. 

He gave figures to indicate the partys 
progress in elections since he last spoke in 
the region. There was, he said, a corelation 
between the rise of the BNP and the collapse 
of the old political system and society, of 
which he gave numerous examples. 

The BNP leader ended by a call for the - 
British people to remember their great 
ancestors. Britain, he said, has not just 
produced Major, Blaiz and rest of the 
miserable gang who dominate politics today; 
it has also produced Drake, Nelson and 
Chatham and the numerous other heroes of 
our once great Empire. In us, he concluded, 
their spirit marches on to new heights and 
new glories. To us, their voices call down 
the ages: ‘‘Do not fail!’’ 

The meeting was ably chaired by Stan 
Goodwin, and the collection raised well over 
£200. A TV team from the BBC’s Pebble 
Mill programme was present to film the 
meeting, and it is expected that excerpts will 
be included in a documentary shown in the 
Midlands some time in December. 


LEGAL FUND RE-OPENED: 
TARGET £7,000 


As some readers will know from reports in the newspapers, the forces of ‘demo- 
cracy’ made another move to suppress the British National Party last month when 
Bexley Borough Council (now Labour and Liberal Democrat-controlled) started legal 
proceedings aimed at bringing about the closure of the party’s bookshop in Welling. 

The case for the council depends on establishing that the BNP is using the 
premises as a party office and for a mail order business. Under this section of the law 
(the Town & Country Planning Act of 1990) retail shops and premises for mail order 
businesses are regarded as being in two different categories. The regulations and 
previous council rulings made thereon permit the use of the premises as a retail shop 
but not for a mail order business or offices. 

The council is also attempting to apply a ruling that the party must dismantle the 
reinforced steel shutters erected to protect the front windows after violent attacks 
on the building by political opponents following the party’s election victory in Tower 


Hamlets in September 1993. 


The party is confident of its ability to win this action — at least to the extent of 
its use of the premises as a bookshop not being seriously impaired. However, it is 
quite clear that this will be achieved at a financial cost. This kind of action cannot 
be fought effectively except with legal representation, and this costs money. 

It is anticipated that the party's defence in this case will run to a cost which will 
amount to not less than £7,000 in excess of the small residue left in the Legal Fund 
when it was closed at the end of April 1994. The party is therefore re-opening the 


Legal Fund with a target of £7,000. 


It is hoped that all BNP members and supporters will respond generously to this 
appeal and enable us to fight this action effectively. If we cannot, it is possible that 
justice may not be done and the party may seriously suffer. 

Piease mark all donations ‘BNP Legal Fund’ and send them to: PO Box 117, 


Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 

Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB8 3BA 
RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 
PO Box 94, Teddington, 

Middlesex TW11 9EY 

CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SMS 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
WATFORD 

BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 

CAMBRIDGE 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 

Cambridge CB5 9JR 
BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCIN 3XX 
ISLE OF WIGHT 

PO Box 7, Ventnor, 1.0.W. PO38 1RA 
DEVON 

PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


CARDIFF 

PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 
GWENT 

PO Box 8, Tredegar NP2 3YG 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 
BIRMINGHAM SOUTH 
PO Box 3592, Kings Norton 
Birmingham B30 9HZ 


WEST BROMWICH 
PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 
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Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


STOURBRIDGE 
c/o PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LINCOLN 
PO Box 57, Lincoln LNS 7RQ 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
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The BNP also has units in Hounslow & 
Staines, Redbridge, Newham, Barking & 
Dagenham, Havering, Thurrock, Southend- 
on-Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Woking, South- 
ampton, Reading, Gloucestershire, Bristol & 
Bath, Bournemouth, Stevenage, Enfield & 
South Herts.,; Coventry, Grantham, Derby, 
Ilkeston, North Wales, Port Talbot, Barry, 
Tonypandy, Ebbw Vale, Bolton & Bury, 
Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, 
Tees-side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Stirling & 
Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, Clydebank, 
Greenock, Dumbarton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire) and Inverness. If you 
want to make contact with any of these units, 
or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 
Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


WARRINGTON 

c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 
ROCHDALE 

PO Box 118, Rochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 

PENDLE 

PO Box 15, Colne, Lancs. BB8 9BW 
TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 
PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 


HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
HULL 

PO Box 558, Hull HUS 3YW 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
MIDLOTHIAN 

PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


TAYSIDE 

PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
JERSEY 


c/o PO Box 160, Exeter, 
Devon EX1 3YY 
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